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REMARKS 

The Office Action mailed March 1 1, 2003, has been received and its contents carefully 
noted. Claim 16 has been amend to include the subject matter of claim 17, which has been 
cancelled. 

Accordingly, Claims 16 and 18-34 are before tfie Examiner. 

Claims 1 6 and 1 8-2 1 , 23-30 and 34 are rejected as being anticipated by Fuchs et al. (US 
5,700,527). This rejection is respect&Uy traversed. 

Claim 16, the sole independent claim, has been amended to include the limitation of 
claim 17 which was not included in the rejection, as stated, 

Fuchs et al. teach a sound absorbing glass building component or tnmspaient synthetic 
glass building component. In contrast the present invention is directed to a lining or shape 
element for means of transportation in particular for the elements mentioned in original claim 2. 

It is self-understanding that the sound-absorbing in a glass building component or 
synthetic glass building component is quite different from the frequencies to be absorbed in a 
vehicle and thus, the appUcation of the technique described by Fuchs et al. in no way can be 
directly transferred to the present field of automotives. While the sound absorber according to 
Fuchs et al. is designed for an absoiption in a frequency range between f = 125 to 1250 Hz, the 
present invention is directed to sound absoiption in the range of from 500 Hz to 5000 Hz as can 
be seen itom the first paragraph of page 3 of the specification. 

The panels according to Fuchs et al. are mounted at a distance of between d = 25 to 100 
mm in front of the glass building component as can be found in column 2, line 47 ff.. On tfie 
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other hand, such a distance in no way can be used in the automotive section. In tins respect, page 
5, paragraph 4 of the application as filed discloses a wall distance of from 10 to 20 mm. 

Withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested in light of the amendment to claim 

16. 

Claims 16-18, 22, 30 and 31-33 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as being anUcqpated by Strieker 
et aL (US 5,670,235). This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Strieker et al. disclose a shaped laminate, particularly an intemal lining part for a motor 
vehicle. The laminate is made of a substantially stiff supporting sheet of a thermoplastic material 
cov^ed on at least one or both sides with a surface layer (4 or 5) xn the fonn of a non-woveo 
febric. A supporting sheet is at least zonely provided with perforations (7) as specified in column 
3, Imes 32 ff. TTie resultant surface layers are free from said perforations and thus are 
distinguished from the structure clai«,ed. The perforations of the support layer do not appear to 
act for sound absorption purposes. 

Further, when the non-woven surface layer(s) are bound to the support sheet the 
perforataons (7) would be expected to be at lea.t partially closed by the melting material of the 
bonder of the non-wovens. Accordingly, it is not clear that the perforations (7) of laminated sheet 
provided in the car would contain perforations, capable of absoibing sound as those claims! 
Further, the Strieker et al laminate does not have any distance to the metal sheet of the car and 
thus, would also be unsuitable to absorb the sound in the frequency area of between 500 to 5000 
Hz. 

Since the claimed structure is not taught, expressly or implicitly, by Strieker et al, ther^ is 
no anticipation. Withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, the ^plication is believed to be in 
condition for allowance and a notice to that effect is respectfully requested 
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Should the Exanuner not fmd the AppHcation to be in allowable condition or believe that 
aconferencewouldbeofvalueine^editingthepxosecutionoftheApphcation^ 
request that the Exaxniner telephone undersigned Counsel to discuss the case and afFoid 
Applicants an opportunity to submit any Supplemental Amendment that might advance 
prosecution and place the Application in allowable condition. 



RespertfiiUy submitted, 




Thomas G. Wiseman 
(Regisfration No. 35,046) 

VENABLE 
Post Office Box 34385 
Washington, DC 20043-9998 
Telephone: (202)962-4800 
DC2-OOCSM61504 l^ji"ect dial: 202-513-4614 

Telefax : (202)962-8300 
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Message: 

Ms. Dawkins; 

Per our conversation earlier. I am sending tbe Amendment with the 



necessary change as indicated. 



ViolaP. Brigfis 
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